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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Notice of Public Information
Collection(s) Being Reviewed by the
Federal Communications Commission

June 13, 2001.
SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork burden
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection(s), as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995, Public Law 104–13. An
agency may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with
a collection of information subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) that
does not display a valid control number.
Comments are requested concerning (a)
whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; and (d) ways to
minimize the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.
DATES: Written comments should be
submitted on or before July 30, 2001. If
you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.
ADDRESSES: Direct all comments to Judy
Boley, Federal Communications
Commission, Room 1–C804, 445 12th
Street, SW, DC 20554 or via the Internet
to jboley@fcc.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information or copies of the
information collection(s), contact Judy
Boley at 202–418–0214 or via the
Internet at jboley@fcc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control No.: 3060–0626.
Title: Regulatory Treatment of Mobile

Services.
Form No.: N/A.
Type of Review: Revision of a

currently approved collection.
Respondents: Business or other for-

profit.
Number of Respondents: 100

respondents; 540 responses.

Estimated Time Per Response: .50
hours to 2 hours.

Frequency of Response: On occasion
and annual reporting requirement, and
recordkeeping requirement.

Total Annual Burden: 5,825 hours.
Total Annual Cost: N/A.
Needs and Uses: The Commission

released a Report and Order (63 FR
68904) which consolidated, revised, and
streamlined the Commission’s rules
governing license application
procedures for radio services licensed
by the Wireless Telecommunications
Bureau (WTB). This Report and Order
also adopted new consolidated
application forms which enable all
wireless licensees and applicants to file
applications electronically using the
Universal Licensing System (ULS). (The
individual application forms have
separate OMB approval.) The actions in
this proceeding eliminated a large
number of unnecessary rules and
duplicative forms. The information
requested provides the Commission
with technical, operational and
licensing data for private mobile radio
service licensees that have been
reclassified as commercial mobile radio
service providers. This information is
necessary to ensure that licensees
comply with the Commission’s
technical, operational and licensing
rules.
Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 01–16240 Filed 6–27–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Public Information Collections
Approved by Office of Management
and Budget

June 19, 2001.
The Federal Communications

Commission (FCC) has received Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
approval for the following public
information collections pursuant to the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104–13. An agency may not
conduct or sponsor and a person is not
required to respond to a collection of
information unless it displays a
currently valid control number. For
further information contact Shoko B.
Hair, Federal Communications
Commission, (202) 418–1379.

Federal Communications Commission

OMB Control No.: 3060–0986.
Expiration Date: 12/31/2001.

Title: Federal State Joint Board on
Universal Service Plan for Reforming
the Rural Universal Support
Mechanism, CC Docket No. 96–45.

Form No.: N/A.
Respondents: Business or other for-

profit; State, Local or Tribal
Government.

Estimated Annual Burden: 7099
respondents; .81 hours per response
(avg.); 5770 total annual burden hours
(for all collections approved under this
control number).

Estimated Annual Reporting and
Recordkeeping Cost Burden: $0.

Frequency of Response: On occasion;
Quarterly; Annually; One-time
Requirement; Third Party Disclosure.

Description: In the Fourteenth Report
and Order, Twenty-Second Order on
Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96–45
and Report and Order in CC Docket No.
00–256, released May 23, 201 (FCC 01–
157), consistent with the
recommendation of the Federal-State
Joint Board on Universal Service (Joint
Board), the Commission adopts rules for
determining high-cost universal service
support for rural telephone companies
for the next five years based upon the
proposals made by the Rural Task Force.
The Commission also addresses certain
proposals made by the Multi-
Association Group (MAG) for reforming
universal services rules applicable to
rural carriers. As part of its proposal to
reform the federal universal service
support mechanism for rural carriers,
the Rural Task Force proposed that rural
carriers be permitted to depart from
study area averaging and instead
disaggregate and target per-line high-
cost universal service support,
including high-cost loop support, LTS,
and LSS, into geographic areas below
the study area level. The Rural Task
Force concluded that the disaggregation
and targeting of support is necessary to
eliminate the economic distortions that
may result from the delivery of support
on a uniform per-line basis under the
current mechanism. At the same time,
however, the Rural Task Force stated
that rural carriers need flexibility in the
manner in which support is
disaggregated and targeted in light of the
widely varying characteristics and
operating environments of rural carriers.
Recognizing that a disaggregation and
targeting system must meet the unique
regulatory and competitive
environments in each state, the Rural
Task Force recommended a
disaggregation system consisting of
three paths. a. Election of Disaggregation
Plan and Change in Path: Carriers are
required to elect one of three paths
within 270 days of the effective date of
the Order implementing rural high-cost
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reform through a submission to the state
commission. Rural carriers not subject
to the jurisdiction of the state are
required to make such submission to the
Commission. Carriers failing to do who
will not be permitted to disaggregate
and target support unless ordered to do
so by a state commission or other
appropriate regulatory authority either
on its own motion or in response to a
request by an interested party. See 47
CFR 54.315(a). (Number of respondents:
1300; hours per response: .5 hours; total
annual burden: 650 hours). b.
Notification of Disaggregation
Methodology: 1. Path One: Carriers Not
Disaggregating and Targeting High-Cost
Support. Path One provides that a
carrier may choose not to disaggregate.
This Path is intended to address those
instances where a carrier determines
that given the demographics, cost
characteristics, and location of its
service territory, and the lack of a
realistic prospect of competition, that
disaggregation is not economically
rational. A carrier must certify to the
state commission, or other appropriate
regulatory authority, that it does not
want to disaggregate support. Carriers
electing Path One must submit to USAC
a copy of the certification of the state
commission or appropriate regulatory
authority certifying that it will not
disaggregate and target support. See 47
CFR 54.315(b). (No. of respondents: 500;
hours per response: .5 hours; total
annual burden: 250 hours).2. Path 2:
Carriers Seeking Prior Regulatory
Approval for the Disaggregation and
Targeting of Support. Path Two
provides that a carrier may seek
approval of its disaggregation and
targeting plan from the appropriate
regulatory authority. Because there are
no constraints on disaggregation and
targeting proposals under this path, for
example a carrier could disaggregate
and target support to multiple levels
below a wire center, a disaggregation
and targeting method can be tailored
with precision, subject to state approval,
to the cost and geographic
characteristics of the carrier and the
competitive and regulatory environment
in which it operates. A carrier that
chooses this path would file a
disaggregation plan with the state
commission, or other appropriate
regulatory authority. Carriers selecting
Path 2 must submit a copy to USAC of
the Order approving the disaggregation
plan submitted by the carriers to the
state commission or appropriate
regulatory authority and a copy of the
disaggregation plan approved by the
state commission or appropriate
regulatory authority. See 47 CFR

54.315(c), (e), and (f). (No. of
respondents: 873; hours per response:
.666 hours; total annual burden: 582
hours). 3. Path 3. Self-Certification of
the Disaggregation and Targeting of
Support: The Commission adopts the
Path Three self-certification process that
permits carriers to choose (1) a
disaggregation plan of up to two cost
zones per wire center, or (2) a
disaggregation plan that complies with
a prior regulatory determination. A
carrier must provide, among other
things, the state and USAC with a
description of the rationale used to
disaggregate support, including the
methods and data and a discussion of
how the plan complies with the self-
certification guidelines. In addition, if
the plan uses a benchmark, it must be
generally consistent with how the total
study area level of support for each
category of costs (high-cost loop
support, LSS and LTS) is derived, to
enable a competitor to compare the
disaggregated costs used to determine
support for each zone. See 47 CFR
54.315(d), (e) and (f). (No. of
respondents: 873; hours per response:
.666 hours; total annual burden: 582
hours). c. Reporting Working Loops at
Cost-Zone Level: Rural carriers that
elect to disaggregate and target per-line
support under either Path Two or Three
are required to report loops at the cost-
zone level. If there is no competition in
the service area the carrier is required to
file annually. If competition exists in
the service are than the carrier is
required to file quarterly. See 47 CFR
54.307(b) and (c). (No. of respondents:
864 filing annually; 9 filing quarterly;
hours per response: 2 hours; total
annual burden: 1746 hours). d. State
Certification Letter Under 254(e):

The Commission also concludes that
states should be required to file annual
certifications with the Commission to
ensure that carriers use universal
service support ‘‘only for the provision,
maintenance and upgrading of facilities
and services for which the support is
intended’’ consistent with section
254(e). The Commission concludes that
the mandate in section 254(e) applies to
all carriers, rural and non-rural, that are
designated as eligible to receive support
under section 214(e) of the Act. States
that wish to receive federal universal
service high-cost support for rural
carriers within their boundaries to file a
certification with the Commission and
USAC stating that all federal high-cost
funds flowing to rural carriers in that
state will be used in a manner
consistent with section 254(e). The
Commission recognizes that some state
commissions may have only limited

regulatory oversight to ensure that
federal support is reflected in intrastate
rates. In the case of non-rural carriers,
the Commission concluded that states
nonetheless may certify to the
Commission that a non-rural carrier in
the state had accounted to the state
commission for its receipt of federal
support, and that such support will be
used ‘‘only for the provision,
maintenance and upgrading of facilities
and services for which the support is
intended.’’ The Commission determined
that, in states in which the state
commission has limited jurisdiction
over such carriers, the state need not
initiate the certification process itself.
Instead, non-rural local exchange
carriers, and competitive eligible
telecommunications carriers serving
lines in the service area of the non-rural
local exchange carriers, may formulate
plans to ensure compliance with section
254(e), and present those plans to the
state, so that the state may make the
appropriate certification to the
Commission. Absent the filing of such
certification, carriers will not receive
support. See 47 CFR 54.313(b) and
54.314. (No. of respondents: 60
respondents; hours per response: 3
hours; total annual burden: 180 hours).
e. Support in Competitive Study Areas:
Under our existing rules, rural carriers
and their competitors currently are
required to file line count data annually,
and may file quarterly updates on a
voluntary basis. Quarterly updates are
required in non-rural carrier study
areas. Under the current rules, if an
incumbent rural carrier does not update
its line count data but its competitor
does, the competitor’s more recent data
may include lines captured from the
incumbent since the incumbent’s last
filing. Thus the incumbent may
continue to receive support for the year
based on an overstated number of lines.
To prevent an overpayment of support,
the Commission requires the filing of
line count data on a regular quarterly
basis upon competitive entry in rural
carrier study areas. The Commission
emphasizes that this requirement will
not apply in rural carrier study areas in
which an eligible telecommunications
carrier has not been designated. See 47
CFR 36.611 and 36.612. To ensure that
the interval between the submission of
data and receipt of support is as short
as possible in rural carrier study areas,
the Commission clarifies that
competitive eligible
telecommunications carriers may
submit initial line count data and
receive support on a regular quarterly
basis under section 54.307(c). Rural
telephone companies that incorporate
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acquired exchanges into existing study
areas should exclude the costs
associated with the acquired exchanges
from the cost associated with the pre-
acquisition study areas in annual
universal service data a submissions
used to determine eligibility for high-
cost loop supports. Acquiring rural
carriers shall separately provide the
information listed in section 47 CFR
36.611 for both acquired and existing
exchanges, as if these two categories of
exchanges constitute separate study
areas. See 47 CFR section 36.611. (No.
of respondents: 20; hours per response:
24 hours; total annual burden: 480
hours). f. Safety Net Additive: Safety net
additive support would only be
available in years in which support
levels would otherwise exceed the new
indexed cap on the high-cost loop
support fund. To receive such support
in a particular study area, a carrier
would need to show that growth in
telecommunications plant in service
(TPIS) per line is at least 14 percent
greater than the study area’s TPIS per
line in the prior year, or the ‘‘base year.’’
Any study area that initially qualifies
for safety net additive support would
also qualify for such support in each of
the four succeeding years if the cap is
again triggered, regardless of whether
the study area meets the 14 percent
criterion in the succeeding years.
Carriers must provide written notice to
the Commission and USAC in
conjunction with their annual or
quarterly submissions to NECA
indicating that a study area meets the 14
percent TPIS trigger. If a carrier should
fail to provide written notification to the
Commission and USAC, the study area
that otherwise would have qualified for
safety net additive will not be eligible.
See 47 CFR 36.605(c)(2). (No. of
respondents: 1300; hours per response:
.5 hours; total annual burden: 650
hours). g. Safety Valve: Once relevant
regulatory approvals are obtained and
the transaction is closed, the rural
carrier shall provide written notice to
USAC that they have acquired access
lines that may become eligible for safety
value support. In order to assist USAC
in the administration of the safety valve
mechanism, rural carriers shall also
provide written notice to USAC of when
their index year has been established for
purposes of calculating eligibility for
safety valve support. See 47 CFR 54.305
(f). (No. of respondents: 1300; hours per
response: .5 hours; total annual burden:
650 hours). The Commission will use
the information requirements to
determine whether and to what extent
rural telecommunications carriers
providing the data are eligible to receive

universal service support. Obligation to
respond: Required to obtain or retain
benefits.

Public reporting burden for the
collection of information is as noted
above. Send comments regarding the
burden estimate or any other aspect of
the collections of information, including
suggestions for reducing the burden to
Performance Evaluation and Records
Management, Washington, DC 20554.
Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 01–16241 Filed 6–27–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[CC Docket No. 96–45; DA 01–1458]

Common Carrier Bureau Seeks
Comment on Translation of Cost Model
to Delphi Computer Language and
Announces Posting of Updated Cost
Model

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Notice; solicitation of
comments.

SUMMARY: In a Public Notice in this
proceeding released on June 20, 2001,
the Common Carrier Bureau sought
comment on translation of the forward-
looking cost model to Delphi computer
language and announced the posting of
an updated Turbo-Pascal version of the
cost model on the Commission’s web
site.

DATES: Comments are due on or before
August 13, 2001. Reply comments are
due on or before August 27, 2001.
ADDRESSES: See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section for where and how
to file comments.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Katie King or Thomas Buckley,
Attorneys, Common Carrier Bureau,
Accounting Policy Division, (202) 418–
7400 TTY: (202) 418–0484.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
Fifth Report and Order, 63 FR 63993,
October 28, 1998, the Commission
adopted a forward-looking cost model to
be used in determining federal high-cost
universal service support for non-rural
carriers. To date, the model has been in
Turbo-Pascal computer language.
Commission staff have translated the
model from Turbo-Pascal language into
Delphi computer language. In this
document, the Common Carrier Bureau
announces the posting of the current
forward-looking cost model in Delphi

computer language and seeks comment
on whether it should use the Delphi
version for purposes of calculating
support amounts for 2002.

The Delphi version can be found on
the Commission’s Web site
(www.fcc.gov/ccb/apd/hcpm). The
Delphi version of the forward-looking
cost model is a beta version that will
continue to be refined and updated as
the Commission staff and interested
parties work with it. In an effort to use
a computer language that works best for
the Commission and all interested
parties, this document seeks comment
on advantages of the Delphi version
over the Turbo-Pascal version, and
recommendations concerning
improvements to the Delphi version.

In this document, the Common
Carrier Bureau also announces the
posting of a separate, updated Turbo-
Pascal version of the cost model on the
Commission’s Web site (www.fcc.gov/
ccb/apd/hcpm) that contains minor
programming changes to the model and
source codes that were necessary for the
purpose of using the updated line count
data. On December 8, 2000, the
Commission decided to use the year-end
1999 line counts filed July 31, 2000, as
input values for estimating average
forward-looking costs and determining
support for the year 2001. Because the
year-end 1999 line count data in large
part remains subject to a protective
order, the posted version of the model
contains the 1998 line count data that
has already been made available to the
public. Parties that wish to work with
the year-end 1999 line count data
should contact the Universal Service
Administrative Company (USAC) and
must adhere to the procedures set forth
in the Commission’s protective order.

Pursuant to §§ 1.415 and 1.419 of the
Commission’s rules, interested parties
may file comments as follows:
comments are due on or before August
13, 2001, and reply comments are due
on or before August 27, 2001. Comments
may be filed using the Commission’s
Electronic Comment Filing System
(ECFS) or by filing paper copies. See
Electronic Filing of Documents in
Rulemaking Proceedings, 63 FR 24121,
May 1, 1998. Comments filed through
the ECFS can be sent as an electronic
file via the Internet to <http://
www.fcc.gov/e-file/ecfs.html>.
Generally, only one copy of an
electronic submission must be filed. In
completing the transmittal screen,
commenters should include their full
name, Postal Service mailing address,
and the applicable docket or rulemaking
number. Parties may also submit
electronic comments by Internet e-mail.
To receive filing instructions for e-mail
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